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Exploration of Factors Influencing Social Acceptance of Robots:
From the Perspective of User Studies
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2Ry NOBEE BRI, MESICHRRERH D < Bl
WHLDOTHDZ LT LNTND, —F, vRy MIKEK
FICHEER L LTI EOHEMMEREMCEMINLTE
D, ZUE—TA AL MREE - ERBREDOIARTO AR
> I (Druin and Hendler, 2000; Dautenhahn et al., 2002) 73/~ 3%
JERRCHEIE /L E DO HFEHRICAICRAZ D LV THRTE
-0k, TL<HKETHD, 2O L, vRy MRS
INETOA ATV L HREIZHERE > CHEZEMICH
BlL7zmeRy MIRT2RBBHEAEERZEZL, ZhE
TIZ/RWE T2 700 B - HERBR 25| & 2 3wl Retk & e
T5, £, 2B TF 2Ry FOLE Y HITHACE
WE-TENDHY . SHIREBIOV AAT 4 7 ORBLAR
CHEA RBRNKEDLZLICEY ., AoaRy Mexhd
ZAT LD T I & TN « SULZERFET 5 LN T
mEhnsd,

FOHREENIZ kT2 NOLBRREISD 1 2& LT, Hiif
RUMSE (Technophobia) PREEBFEEL, FRlZa v B a—#
X9 2 RECT ERIREE I L OV OB B R N L S
LTV (Brosnann, 1998), —J7, Joinson (2002) ix. AfH
BHROa 2= —v g R L GREICEEN D
LB ENREBEZFFOEMAH L LML T D, |
WORFEHETREBAINEI ELTHDERY MIALED
Al a=—varEEERELE, Whwhal =l —
arvury hTHY, ZOHOrRy NEFHOZI 2
=—va UHITEEBUE LI 0 LA THE, AR
Ny ML LT, ARy MMIxt L, B RYE
O 1FEE L THENREBES L IFEE 2R TEERD
bo IHIT, ZOMMOREECRNE B EERICK TS 23
a=h—varuaRy NOSRICEELY 2 5t bE
26D, TOH, vRy ho BEERIZKT 5%
THA LT DHET, AouRy "NERIZHEE 5 2 DN
ROEA - S ERZ D ICRB L TR BERH D,

ARTIE, ARy MPHSWICZREIND 12D OME AT
BIUOHESHERIZOWTZ—FIROMEEN BT D
TEEAMLLT, FELOMRIN—TDHDEEDI
BEFIF AL L . A% OWRO F I 20 TR 5,
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KEEREN RO 1R v S FEBRIZ AR & xtEET 556
AR aRy Mot L TED X S aiRCilE 2l e
WIS OWTIE, BRSO ORI NEET 5, Bl 213,
FH B (2001) 1%, ABla R » b & OXEEEBREE L TR
FENED LS IefGErARy Mkt L TR »% SD L%
AWTHIEL, 2Ry FOWMRBITEI O EEMEZ R LT
W5, LAL, AR EAR Y MO RACEEIZIEED
FOBRANY = a UBFET D e, vaARy MOH
T HRMPEEN BRI m Ry FOZRICED L H I
B 2T OWTUE, AFFRIERTED 220,

nhy MERUREHRRER LI Ea—FO5E
1. BRI RMEMIEIC BT 2 v B o — Z B L
RLERE Y LS5 (Brosnann, 1998), #ic, 2
o — X K% (Computer Anxiety) I, 2> Ea—XUF T
WL LHELEFANME O BEEFH I N TS (FH,
1990), Z OFEHENDL, FEHELO 7 V—TF, xRy b
HBELXERy MARENET 57200 LERE (Nomura
et al., 2006a; 2006c) #BA% L, MRy haIz=r—v
9 UATE) & OB A FRFE L TV 5 (Nomura et al., 2006b;
Nomura et al., 2008b),

xRy MREEEZNET S0 E (NARS: Negative
Attitudes toward Robots Scale) 1X 3 2D AL RE, XEEEE
HIREEE - #L BRI ERRB R « X AR & ERIRBEE D D
Mgk S, ®te Ry NARZEZREST 2 L0ERE (RAS:
Robot Anxiety Scale) (X 3 DD FALRE, &AL - 1T
PEARZ « mAR > MXFERIIAL O S D, BRI
DFEFE LT, vARy MIXHT 2B EHIRBE & R a R
v M 2 HRECIGE R 72 EOTENC R E A 520 2
LRAEHOENTND, F£ 12, O TOEBIZFHHIT
Bon-TTLExRT,
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TRy MIET2 AT ¢ 7 ORBLEZRERE LOAEEA
AANBaRy NOZRICEET S &L, TR EZ
REBHNTHDL EEZLND,

2Ry MZxtd b Ax ORFCHIRIZE T 24022
IZOWTiE, ERMZEB W TE O OBEFIFRAFET 5,
Shibata et al. (2004) i, USA+- AR + A ¥V R - 5 &
FEDAETITONET VI R a R v hPalo” D ERE
DOFRFFF I U THAEEITV, 20 ARim ORFHHIL 20 %
PLE XY boPalo”icxf LTSRS EANH D2 &%
JR2 LT %, Dautenhahn et al. (2005) (3%f 2 R » hFEBRO
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aRy hXERIE AR -.242 Ry b XERRE AL 4687
ARy MTEEEAR % .007 ARy MTEHEAR % 4907
oAy FERFERL 530* Ry bR E A RE B -377
Ry bREES E A RE A496* Ry PR E e -461
oAy MESREETENREE  -166 Ry bR A E R 4451
Ry SRR A R R -.055 R*(N=15) 555
R*(N=22) .468
otk
TR EIBIELK
Ry k& Ok BRI | oR o MZELAT SR TH D ORERRE  RIERERE
oAy bREERES AL 589* AR v bR R T R 526*
nARy bl EES ERIREEE 5227 R*(N=16) .222
nAR Y MEREESENEEE  -926%
ok b EEEE S E R e 209
R*(N=15) .430

(Tp<.1,*p<.05, **p <.01)

SINE X BICREZITV, BFEBESINHE (35 HATH) 1%
BEESME (35 mLlL) LT RFEMA Ry b &
BATLHZILRCHEBENTHDLIZ EEaHELTWVD,
Scopelliti et al. (2005) 73 & —~ 7R & X RITIT - - FE T
I, AR (18~25m%) 1M g (65~75m%) LV HFKEE
e Ry Mot LTEIEREWZ ERREEIR T3,

EHODRFEME COEGRAR Ry FOBIRES
(2004 FEH) DRFHE M RITERMTHAE LT o7& T A, 40
ROKFHET 20 ROFKFFE LY bRy Mext LTHE

HCTH DEMMBFRD 53TV 5 (Nomura et al., 2007), F 7z,

PO a vy B e X —TO%E RN R
FMDJERA N R (20074 12 A) I B F > T-BEVWHE %
KE L L ERAGRE Tk, BFE (25 MLl F) iFe Ry
Mz B85 LIk TR SOV T, A8 (26~50 7#%)
REAFERE BL L) X0 b A A—UPREHERTHD L,
BERIZaR Y M T AL FRTRIL TAMED=
Ra=lr—varEELTHEBEERTTHIEARAY M D
A A=A & RABIZENTIE, fFRTHIE=
2= —varyEROrRY b, aRy MIxT 2 HRHT
a2 —3 g VIEFEROEDADA A =R L
DR ST % (Nomura et al., 2009b),

RO 2 SOFFEITERFREIZE S DO TH DD,
ERFEBOMIEL LTEELDO I N—TNE LT 120
HERRCIX, @SS IIEES LN Te Ry MIEFS %
W< BEmMAH D EAREEINTWD (Nomura and Sasa,
2009), F7=. mA v FBHIEREEIC L o TRE L 7R
ZPERE D EIE T 5 LHSERR (Nomura and Nakao, 2009) ©
i, BOSLELBDORTT 4 7 RBERIEICBWCHEnE
IEEELE LD B RIEMA IR Y LT VEHR AR ST
Do
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ZOMDO B Ry MIBEET 2 LAY MAZER L LT
L MAREREE V= o F =B R BN D, MERRRIEICE B

L7287 & LClE, Walter et al. (2005) 73 2 /R v b DFFR$E
ITHREE & DB RS CHIE S D RS ERRM: & OBE %2 LB
FEERIZLVBRFEL TV 5,

VA =oAL LTiX, Mutluetal (2006) 1Z ASIMO
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PEIT 2 2 7 HEEICEEBIND DR LT, ZHEITIEZ O
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2006a; 2006c),

L2rL, MY = v A — DR BIL, ORI
LI EBFTT 2 ECHERREETHY . T b D
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3.1 ARy +AERY E1TS5 XHR

BRy RRED LD EERE AN EIRITATI DD D
RULSCARIZ, ADBRAR > hOZRICKT 5 K& BT
LEZ5N5, Eilko> Mutlu et al. (2006) OHFZETIX, T
FT =K w2 IAT O LWV ORPUTB N T, BEAHRE VD
HATBEEDBENOEBBIONY 2 v X — L OREEM %
o2t DTH B, Goetz et al. (2003) 1T [~ v F > 7K
) ZEEEL, rARy PSR EFZ R T DNEE OBRE
DEFERICEVER LTS, £72. Kidd and Breazeal
(2004) IZH K EF>uRy heT 4 AT LA LORT Y —
VXY T UL OREEERICE VTV, ERENOWIE
EIRETREOX 272 LTCEr R v FOIE S ARl T
HDHZEERHLTWD,
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T8 20 DEBERST-LDOTHDLR, adly MIED
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TFE9 5, Takayama et al. (2008) DA T, fEkm R v
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ﬁLTwé’t%ﬁMLTwé 2H S DFAHE

1 FRENTO T4 émf/hjtﬂiﬁﬁfwfﬁﬁu
T/M LWy 2 SORIZ Témﬂ‘/%ﬂﬁé’ﬁfqd

L ReRy VEENRENEEL 5252, hi#E
DT/ b OEEITE BT TFENOES ué%‘@ﬁﬂﬂ L
(A% ﬂﬁl)\%lﬁ)%ﬁ“%%zé Z L ERHEL TV (Nomura
et al., 2009a),
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AAANDBER Y MIHT 2ZFIMMOE LY bEn e v
IEBIE, IR AT LTV D (LA, 1983; Kaplan, 2004) .
ZOZ &, ke Ry NOZRICEBEEG 2D LR
RELTEY, EBICRR2L L TCED LI IcrRy k
V2 D BN B 2 )R BRI Lo gEp i E s
TwWb,

3R Shibata et al. (2004) o LL#AF4E Tk, Palo”iZxfd
5 EBARHEICB O CEOB CENMFET D Z EE2REL
T\ %, Bartneck et al. (2007) 23 T-o7-K - H - % - fi% &
@ﬁﬁl@%ﬁﬁﬁfﬁ AIBO (Zx}F Bxfm R > MBS

WZCBWTEORTOENPRD LTV 5, MacDorman et al.
(2009) 1%, *uARy FEEL L TEMRICE > THESN

# 2 : 3EMFAEICB T 2Ry hOBHEME - AMED
BALRME - REIEERE OAE D [H1E 5 Ah
(Nomura et al. (2008a) & v $4%)

B A A7 i USA
A 4 100 23 21
(%) 33.60% 7.50% 13.80%
AR 178 227 107
(%) 59.70% 74.40% 70.40%
AL L 20 55 24
(%) 6.70% 18.00% 15.80%
% *(4) = 77.007, p = 0.000)
AMEOBFNE BE I USA
N & R 94 27 25
(%) 31.60% 8.90% 16.10%
A b LKL 139 161 79
(%) 46.80% 52.80% 51.00%
BB L 64 117 51
(%) 21.50% 38.40% 32.90%
% (4) = 56.865, p = 0.000)
&G RERE A7 i USA
UNIRSEES 95 13 16
(%) 18.60% 4.30% 10.50%
& B FLE 188 202 62
(%) 63.70% 66.20% 40.80%
L 52 90 74
(%) 17.60% 29.50% 48.70%

% (4) = 73.616, p = 0.000)
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EHZEOMToTHAR - 5i[EH - USA ORFEEXRE LTZ
B RIAEEHA (Nomura et al., 2008a) Tix, vl v MIx LT
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